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OPINION 1385

ANOLIS CAROLINENSISVOIGT, 1832 DESIGNATEDASTYPE
SPECIES OFANOLIS DAUDIN, 1802 (REPTILIA, SAURIA)

RULING. —(1) Under the plenary powers all designations of type

species hitherto made for the nominal genus Anolis Daudin, 1802 are hereby

set aside and Anolis carolinensis Voigt, 1832 is designated as type species.

(2) The name Anolis Daudin, 1802 (gender: masculine), type species

by designation under the plenary powers in (1) above, Anolis carolinensis

Voigt, 1832, is hereby placed on the Official List of Generic Names in

Zoology.

(3) The name carolinensis Voigt, 1832, as published in the binomen
Anolis carolinensis, (specific name of the type species of Anolis Daudin,

1 802) is hereby placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology.

HISTORYOFTHECASEZ.N.(S.)1603

An application for the designation of Anolis carolinensis Voigt, 1832

as type species of Anolis Daudin, 1802 was first received from Professor

H. M. Smith (then of University of Illinois, U.S.A.) and Dr E. E. Williams

and Dr J. D. Lazell {Museum of Comparative Zoology, Harvard University,

Massachusetts, U.S.A.) on 6 May 1963, and was published in Bull. zool.

Nom. vol. 20, pp. 438^39. Public notice of the possible use of the plenary

powers in the case was given in the same part of the Bulletin and sent to two
herpetological serials. A supportive comment was received from Dr P. W.
Smith (Illinois Natural History Survey, Urbana, U.S.A.).

On 3 October 1965 the members of the Commission were invited to

vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (1965) 34 for or against

the proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nom., vol. 20, p. 439. At the close of the

voting period there were 20 affirmative votes and one negative vote, with

four voting papers not returned. The single negative vote by Sabrosky was
accompanied by a comment which, after long correspondence and delays,

was published, with counter-proposals to the original application by Mr
A. F. Stimson {British Museum (Natural History), London) and Dr G. L.

Underwood {City of London Polytechnic) in Bull. zool. Nom., vol. 40, pp.

15-19; Stimson and Underwood suggested that Lacerta bullaris Linnaeus,

1758, was the type species. A comment from Professor J. M. Savage

{University of Miami, Florida, U.S.A.) was received and published with a

reply by Stimson & Underwood in Bull. zool. Nom., vol. 40, p. 195. Further

comments were received from two of the original applicants, Dr E. E.

Williams and Professor H. M. Smith. These were published, with a reply by

Mr A. F. Stimson, who now supported the original proposal, in Bull. zool.

Nam., vol. 41, pp. 132-136. A long and detailed comment by Dr G. Mayer
{Museum of Comparative Zoology, Harvard, Massachusetts. U.S.A.) was
received in July 1984. This comment was also sent to Williams, Sabrosky,

Stimson and Underwood. A revised version of the comment by Mayer was
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received in June 1985, three months prior to a proposed second vote on the

original 1963 proposals. To avoid another potential delay, involved in

publication, it was agreed with Dr Mayer to include a copy of his comment
with the voting papers issued on 16 December 1985.

DECISION OFTHECOMMISSION

On 16 September 1985 the members of the Commission were invited

to vote under the Three- month Rule on Voting Paper (1985) 57 for or

against the proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nom., vol. 20, p. 439. At the close

of the voting period on 16 December 1985 the state of the voting was as

follows.

Affirmative Votes —twenty-one (21) received in the following order:

Melville, Cocks, Willink, Savage, Kabata, Mroczkowski, Corliss, Alvarado,

Ueno, Hahn, Starobogatov, Trjapitzin, Zheng, Cogger, Lehtinen, Bernardi,

Ride, Thompson, Halvorsen, Schuster, Heppell

Negative Votes —two (2) Holthuis, Dupuis.

Bayer returned a late affirmative vote. No votes were returned by

Gruchy and Kraus.

In a comment, Thompson pointed out that 'the unsuitability of

Lacerta bullaris Linnaeus as type species of Anolis is because it is a 'beta'

anole, not because the name is a nomen dubium\ Nevertheless, Daudin's

1802 bullaris was 'confused and composite, and clearly Stejneger (1904) was

using bullaris in the sense of carolinensis of authors'.

In voting against, Holthuis pointed out that Chenu (1856, Encycl.

Hist. nat. Reptiles et Poissons, p. 71) had designated Anolis lineatus Daudin,

1802 as type species and that this had been overlooked.

In a letter, Dupuis showed that '. . . en decembre 1802 et juin 1803,

L. A. G. Bosc a designe comme type du genre Anolis la premiere espece

incluse et etudiee par Daudin: Lacerta bimaculata Sparrman, 1784:

(Nouveau dictionnaire d'Histoire naturelle, tome 1, p. 474; ibid., tome 1 1, p.

571).' Dupuis asked that this valid type designation be considered, and

added, '.
. . si cette designation presente des inconvenients reels, il faudra

reexaminer la designation de bullaris . . . Toutefois, si, comme il est

malheureusement trop courant, les faits que j'apporte ne suspendaient pas

le vote . . . je vote contre la propositon.'

These early type designations were drawn to the attention of two of

the original authors. Professors H. M. Smith and E. E. Williams as well as

to Professor J. M. Savage and Mr A. F. Stimson. All were agreed that,

despite the undoubted priority of Bosc's and then Chenu's actions, only the

designation of Anolis carolensis Voigt, 1832 as type species would serve the

purposes of stabilizing nomenclature.

Since the Commission had voted to use its plenary powers 'to set

aside all [i.e. known and unknown —PKT] designations of type species . .

.

hitherto made . .
.' the Ruling has been completed in accord with the original

application.
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With his vote Dupuis pointed out that 'Daudin, Histoire naturelle.

generale et particuliere des Reptiles, Paris (Dufart), tome 4, a ete presente a

rinstitut de France le 23 thermidor An 10= 11 aout 1802 (cf. Proc. Verb.

Acad. ScL, 2 (1800-1804), p. 1912). Daudin y cree le genre Anolis (p. 50)'. In

accordance with this the authorship o^ Anolis is cited as Daudin, 1802.

ORIGINAL REFERENCES

The following are the original references to the names placed on
Official Lists by the ruling given in the present Opinion:

Anolis Daudin, 1802, Histoire naturelle, generale et particuliere des Reptiles,

vol. 4, p. 50

carolinensis , Anolis, Voigt, 1832, in Cuvier's Das Thierreich . . . Nach der

zweiten . . . Ausgabe iibersetzt und durch Zusdtze erweitert von F. S.

Voigt, p. 71.

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (1985) 57 were
cast as set out above, that the proposals contained in that voting paper have
been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and that the decision so

taken, being the decision of the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 1385.

P. K. TUBBS
Executive Secretary

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature

London
25 February 1986


